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EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

Maurice P. Talbot, Jr.
Executive Director-Federal Regulatory

August 23, 1996

Ex Parte

Mr. William F. Caton
Acting Secretary
1919 M Street, NW, Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

BELLSOUTH
()ul!(IVt:
t..J vi\( TPI C''''

Suite 900 ' 1i.1:.. Ct JPVQ' !
1133 - 21st Street, N.W. <. f ,9!G/;~!AL
washington, DC 20036 ' J~;j
202 463-4113
Fax: 202463-4198

RECEIVED
AUG 23 1996

fed.1II CommunicatlollS Commiltion
0IIce of 8ICfI1IrY

RE: CC Docket No. 96-112, Allocation of Costs Associated with LEC
Provision of Video Proil'ammini Services

Dear Mr. Caton:

BellSouth hereby submits for the record this letter and the attached letter with
attachments to Ira Fishman of the General Counsel's Office.

Pursuant to Section 1.1206(a)(l) of the Commission's rules, governing written ex
parte presentations, two (2) copies of this letter and the attached letter with attachments are
being filed with the Secretary of the FCC.

Sincerely,

/}J(~~/,
Maurice P. Talbot, Jr.
Executive Director - Federal Regulatory

cc: Ira Fishman (w/o attachment)



Mary L. Henz8
Assistant Director-Policy Analysis

August 23, 1996

Mr. Ira Fishman
Special Counsel
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW, Suite 614
vyashington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Fishman,

BELLSOUTH
Suite 900
1133 - 21st Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
202463-4109
Fax: 202463-4144

RECEIVED
AUG 23 1996

federal Communications Commission
OffIce of Secmary

Attached for your information is an ex parte filing BellSouth made in response to questions
from Joint Board staff on the education section of the universal service proceeding.

Included in the filing is a summary of the focus group discussions BellSouth held with
educators in four of our states on universal service issues.

Please do not hesitate to call if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

\ 1jA-,,-,, -L.. d«~
!Mary L. Herl
Assistant Director - Policy Analysis



Cynthia K. Cox
Executive Director·
Federal and State Relations

August 20, 1996

EX PARTE

Mr. William F. Caton
Acting Secretary
1919 M Street, N.W. Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

BELLSOUTH
Suite 900
1133-21st Street, NW
Washington, D.C 20036-3351
202 463-4104
Fax: 202 463·4196

RECEIVED
AUG 2 0 \996

federal Communications (;ommission
Office of SecflllIY

Re: Ex Parte CC Docket No. 96-45. Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service

Dear Mr. Caton:

The attached information is being filed in the above referenced docket as requested by members
of the Joint Board Staff during a meeting with BellSouth on August 6, 1996.

In accordance with Section 1.1206 (a)(l) of the Commission's rules, two (2) copies of this notice
and the attached information are being filed with the Secretary of the FCC today.

Sincerely,
./1 '( .~/ ;(.,cLL/~

Cynthia Cox
Executive Director, Federal & State Relations

cc: Deborah Kriete, Pennsylvania
Mark Long, Florida
Sam Loudenslager, Arkansas
Leigh Palagyi, Washington
Paul Pederson, Missouri



Question:
Which states in BeNSoulh's service territory require district-bas9d or school-based technology plans and whot is the enforcement power
to accomplishlhoso plnns?

R9Sponso:
The attached matrix describes for each state whether a statewide technology plan is in placa; whether the plan requires district-based
and/or school-based technoklgy plans; whether state funding is contingent on an approved plan and whelher the state provides a model
of technology deployment.



Stllie Education Technology Plans

Stats-Required State--Required Funding Information Modell Implementation

Stale Siale Ptan District Plan School Plan Contingoncy Source Standards Yoar

Alabamn yes yes no yes Oepettnent 01 ? 1996
E~_. --f--. ".i:l8per"*,,, 01Florida no yes no yes 1aCtw.. 1996-97
E~ udmllty plan-_._- ~. ,-

Georgia no yes yes yas DapeQnltIl of mdlwnNI.. 1994
Bb:alon---'---- .-$C11llCI&ttmI~Konlucky yes yes ? yes SAE8N." 1992-93

rnoduI

Louisiana ready tor approval nIClOITftIended under l.E.A. R.H. Lf.A.R.H. "-00I0r;
~ .. _. -.--~ .-._. - --".

rooemmended undO' L-EAR.N. no ------ 1996-97
GoonIdOOO pRlnIrlg

MiSSi99ippi
--- _._----.__ ._ .. _---

yes yes no yes lb. MIl..... PIen tar~ 1995
Edll:. TechnlJl'Igy mr..dlll

North Carolina
_._-~ -_ .._-- ..

yes yes no yes UopettI.....Of ? 1994-95
EdIIaIIIon

South Carolina
-

yes no no no C\opGJtnGnI 01 ------ 1995
Edtc8IIOn

f---. - --_._-----._._--
Tonnessee yes yes no yes CClnnucTEN PIDjOct dIetld·wijo 1993-94

lJnr.tllnIly modoI



QUESTIONS ON SECTION 254(h)

A. Questions from Joint Board:

1. How does the funds-toe-schools US) approach meet the statutorv requirement of Section 254 (h)(1)$)

which specifically uses the term "discount"')

Under the ITS approach, a school or library would have universal service funds available to it
which could be used to obtain telecommunications serviceS for which it has made a bona fide request "at
rates less than the amounts charged for similar services to other parties." This, indeed, is the meaning of
"discount" in Section 2S4(h)(1)(B).1 The non-discounted rate for the service (and at which the rate would
be made available to other customers) would be determined by tariff, from a competitive bid process. or
pursuant to other contractual negotiations. Unlike other customers, however, the school or library would
be able to apply part or all of the amount of its allotted universal service support dollars to obtain the
service at less than that tariffed, competitively bid, or negotiated rate. Thus, the school or libxary would
be obtaining the service at rates less than such service is made available to any other customer obtaining
the service at the tariffed, bid, or negotiated rate, as applicable.

Section 254(c)(3) authorizes the Commission to designate the telecommunications services which
are eligible for universal service support under Section 254(h)(1)(B). BcllSouth urges the Joint Board to
recommend and the Commission to adopt a flexible definition which recognizes that schools and libraries
may have different specific telecommunications service needs, depending upon their current andfu~
ability to appropriately use such services for educational pwposcs and the level to which their existing
telecommunications systems have already been developed and incorporated their programs and curricula.
At the same time, the Joint Board and the Commi~ionmust recogniu that the definition under Section
25'+(c)(3) need not and should not encompass an unlimited quantity of services or an unlimited amount of
support. Thus, BellSouth urges the Joint Board and the Commission to specify.that the
telecommunications services designated under Section 2S4(c)(3) would be those telecommunications
services for which the school or library can make a bona :fide request and can incorporate into a legitimate
educational technology plan (as determined by the appropriate state or local entity), with the maximum
dollar amount offederal support under Section 254(c)(3) as sized by the Commission.

The amount of the alloned universal sen;ce support actually made available to each school or
library under Section 254(h)(1)(B) would be determined by the Commission. for interstate services. and by
each state. for intrastate services, with the maximwn combined amount as determined by the Commission
under Section 254(c)(3). The Commission and the states could each exercise their authority under Section
254(h)(l)B) by permitting schools and libraries the flexibility to apply the amount their allotted support to
the degree they desire to those services included under the Section 2S4(c)(3) definition which best meet
their needs. Ifa state desires to provide universal service support over and above the cap established by
the Commission pursuant to Section 254(c)(3). or to establish additional definitions and standards. it
could do so but only if it met the requirements of Section 254(1) by adopting "additional specific,
predictable. and sufficient mechanisms to support such [additional] definitions and standards that do not
rely on or burden Federal univesal service support mechanisms."

Section 254(h)(I)(B) refers to these as the equivalent. For instance, the obligation of the
telecommunications carrier is to provide the service "at rates less than the amounts charges for similar
service to other parties," and the immediately succeeding sentence refers to the amount of the rate
differential as "the discount."
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Question:
What has BellSouth learned .fq)IIl education focus groups in the southern region about --. 
issues of universal service?

Response:
BellSouth requested the Bel}South Foundation to convene focus groups and invite
educators from various education segments to discuss six issues related to universal
service. The discussions have been summarized by BellSouth and also by the
independent facilitator who conducted the meetings. Separate summaries are attached.

Universal Service - Opportunities for K-12 Schools: Discussions with Educators in
Four Soutbern States:

BacklU'Ound:
In June and July of 1996, the BellSouth Foundation, in partnership with statewide
education non-profits in four states, invited educators to discuss six issues fundamental to
universal service under the Telecommunications Act of 1996. The invitation represents a
commitment ofthe Foundation to engaging local educators in public policy discussions
about education. The results were shared with corporate managers to supply insight into
the interests ofeducators in the region. Participants also were advised about Kow to
contribute directly to the regulatory process.

Telecommunications Act requires that telecommunications be made "affordable" to
elementary and secondary schools as part of a new definition of universal service.
Questions posed at the four meetings were designed to lead to a better understanding of
the needs and expectations of local schools about telecommunications services, their
internal operations, and the roles and responsibilities of various levels of administration.

Each of the four groups was comprised of an identified segment of the professional
education community: district superintendents, local school board members, teachers and
principals, and technology coordinators at the school or district level. Introducing the
meetings, BellSouth managers presented an historical perspective of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996 and a framework of the regulatory proceeding to
address universal service. The two-hour discussions were facilitated by a consultant from
MGT of America, Inc. in Tallahassee, Florida, a former state director of education
technology. Responses to each of the six questions are summarized below or described
through specific quotes or paraphrases.

Discussion Questions: Universal Telecommunications Services and Education

BellSouth Summary ofNotes:
1. \\'hat telecommunications services are you using today? And what are you planning to
use in the near future? Of these services, which do you consider the highest priority?



Participants described curr~tc;ccess to cable and satellite, and increasing net\vork
capabilities within and"among schools. Wbile some spoke of fiber networks and Internet
access, all acknowledged "enormous disparity among schools" in their use of
telecommunications and technology.

Future plans were described as largely dependent on funding. Various districts had
succeeded in fmding funds through federal grants, bond issues, sales tax referenda, and
lottery proceeds for hardware and networks, but most expressed frustration at the
recurring costs of high speed, high bandwidth transport services, regardless of the
provider.

The educators' priorities for the future predominantly were interconnectivity among
classrooms and schools, and Internet access between home and school for teachers,
students and parents. Other strong interests were: voice services in the classroom, voice
mail and hot lines, internal e-mail and connectivity to the community, video
conferencing, and beepers for staff.

Within the conversation on telecommunications services and plans for the future,
educators spoke about concerns for achieving their plans. They cited the following as
barriers:
- recurring costs of transport
- replacing the obsolete hardware now in place
- affordability of new hardware to extend the access to all students
- greater electrical capability required by new systems
- technology planning at the school and district level
- training needs of teachers and staff

One myth was dispelled about teacher use of technology that gives us great expectations
for accelerating the education impact of technology in the future. In the words of one
participant: "Fear is no longer the greatest impediment toward getting teachers to use
technology~ it's time." If the public sector can reorganize schools to give teachers time to
train, technology will finally realize its potential to raise student achievement.

2. How do you currently determine the budget for telecommunications services?

Participants generally indicated that the budget for telecommunications services was
constrained by two things: recurring costs that were "new" to the budget, and the
historical attitude that "telecommunications budgets can be cut, but other parts of the
budget cannot, -- especially staff."

Participants perceive a lack ofpublic commitment to technology in the schools that
would support budget increases. Some districts have used bond issues or sales tax
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referenda to fund hardware, but telecommunications services are part of the general
operating budget and get l~_p'riority.

Some participants noted how early gifts of technology from PTA's, businesses, or grants
were accepted without a clear understanding of associated ongoing costs. Schools that
received interactive video studios and access have not found the impact sufficient to
justify the monthly charge. Likewise, the cost of technology doesn't always reflect the
associated need for additional expenditures for software, maintenance, training, etc.

When the issue of "reallocation" of funds from other budget accounts was raised, some
participants felt that more could be done to assign various technology costs to accounts
for materials and supplies, maintenance, etc. Because technology and
telecommunications are being used to achieve instructional purposes, not just
administrative needs, reallocation of funds might be a method to find additional funds for
telecommunications and technology, rather than identifying them as "new" budget
requirements.

3. lfthe universal service fund is used to reduce the gaps between telecommunications
"haves" and "have nots," what criteria should be used to determine where the need is
greatest?

Participants in all groups called for a definition of telecommunications "haves," noting
that "have not" schools could be more easily identified if there were a common
agreement on what minimum level or model of technology we want all schools to
achieve. They did not mind "haves" getting funds if the "have nots" are brought up to a
certain defined minimum that is adequate as well as equitable.

Participants also observed that "have not" schools were not necessarily the result of lack
of funds. They pointed out that "have not" schools could also result from lack of
educational leadership, lack of taxpayer/community commitment, lack of infrastructure
for access, and other factors. These problems relate to each other. Poor facilities do not
attract strong leadership, and leadership helps to motivate parents and communities to
invest more in education. Because lack of technology was not always due to lack of
funds, participants called for some accountability of recipients of universal service funds
to adhere to a plan and to define results they expect to achieve.

Participants also wanted assurance that those schools or districts that had sacrificed or
taken risks to deploy technology would not be punished by having a more limited access
to subsidies under universal service. One noted that "sparks come from the 'haves' who
push the frontiers" for all of education.

Most groups also recognized that financial support for telecommunications services did
not guarantee that schools could support the hardware, software and training budgets that
would make those services functional and effective. One participant described them as



the "hardware infrastructure" and the "staff development infrastructure." Again, they
suggested that schools shouL.:Lc;iemonstrate their commitments to these local investments-- 
as part of their eligibility for receiving universal service funds..-\nother issue of equity
was the distance sensitivity of some services that make rural schools especially
vulnerable to higher costs.

Comments on criteria to detennine need focused on size and ability to pay. Participants
did not agree to use size of school as a criterion. They did agree that careful attention
should be paid to the ability of a district or state to tax itself, and the commitment of the
local government to education in relation to other public interests.

4. Should telecommunications services be discounted or should schools receive an
allocation of funds to spend on designated services? How would you detennine an
appropriate discount or allocation to make services affordable? How do you assure
equity through either method, or another process altogether?

The initial responses to the discount vs. allocation question varied, but so did the
subsequent conversations. While some groups preferred discounts, others preferred
allocation, and some groups had mixed opinions. Some participants started off thinking
that discounts were preferable, but changed their opinion after discussion to believing that
allocation of funds provided more potential merit and benefits for schools.

Comments are instructive:
* Allocations allow schools to get started where (the value of) a discount depends on the
local investment already made.
* Allocate services, not funds or discounts; avoid paperwork and handle at a higher
(district or state) level. Get all schools to a basic service level first, then work on moving
all schools to the next level. Give incentives (allocations) to schools to meet minimum
level, then give discount for next level of services (advanced).
* Like the allocation of funds concept, but want a fonnula to provide equipment and
training too.
* Have to commit to adequacy as well as equity. There needs to be start up equipment.
* Discounts or free service eliminate the paperwork. Allocations may create paperwork.
* A disadvantage of the discount methodology is that it will require a way to handle
current consortia that have been built on volume-based negotiations with organizations
that don't qualify as recipients under the universal service.
* The real cost of providing education technology in the future is the cost to the provider
of providing infrastructure access to the school, not in the equipment at the school level.
* If the discount methodology is selected, discounts of less than 100% (partially
contributing to the cost of the service) benefit schools by forcing them to match their
desire for the service with their intent to use the service.
* New service volumes (demand), based on wiring direct to classrooms, and access to
home markets, should make prices go way down and make services more affordable
anyway.



* Affordable flat rates, in place of usage sensitive rates, are a viable alternative to
requiring discounts.

5. What factors shourd be used to detennine a "bona fide" request for universal
telecommunications services? \\'hat other factors, if any, need to be in place for a school
to take advantage of resources from the fund?

Unifonnly, the four groups concurred that schools and/or districts should provide
technology plans that demonstrate the schools' capacity to use the services effectively.
Some participants acknowledged that technical assistance would be needed to help some
schools prepare sound plans. In many· states, technology plans already are required at the
school or district level, therefore no additional burden is created for schools.

Elements of a sound plan would include staff development (time and training), a
curriculwn and instructional plan, district support for schools that need planning
assistance, sources of funds for other elements of technology plan, and relationship of the
technology plan to an overall school improvement plan.

Other elements ofa plan that were identified were: accreditation, community
involvement, teacher involvement, and approval by the district or state agency. Put more
succinctly, one participant described the need for schools/districts to provide evidence of:
(1) being a legal entity, (2) their capability to deliver, and (3) their probability of
sustaining the effort.

6. How much autonomy should schools have in requesting telecommunications services?
\\'hat is the role of the district, state, or other entities?

Schools should maintain the same level ofautonomy they currently have to purchase
services. In most cases, individual schools work through their district offices to order and
receive telecommunications services.

There was contention over whether the application and technology plan should be
··approved" by the district only, or by the state education agency as well. Most
participants recognized the desirability of schools being able to access other schools both
within and across districts, and the efficiency of connecting schools to district offices and
state agencies. Interconnectivity would require technology standards that could be set at
the state level.

Facilitator Summary ofNotes.
Attached is a summary of discussions with the education focus group participants
provided by the facilitator from an outside consultant finn.



FOcus Group Discussion Questions
relating to

Un.versal Te~ecommunicationsServices and Education

1. What te~ecommunicationsservices are you using today?

The two telecommunications services most frequently mentioned were internet
access and distance learning. Most everyone expressed the view that it was
critical that schools have Internet access in the classroom; students without it were
going to be extremely disadvantaged. Distance learning, of course, took several
forms: satellite delivered, video conferencing via land lines, and courses offered
via the Internet.

There was some mention of the regUlar old telephone, a device that teachers were
beginning to see in their worK areas-a novel (and extremely positive) change to
most of them. Telephones certainly are going to become much more prevalent in
schoofs, a rather significant, but little thought of, part of the expansion of
telecommunications services to schools.

The few that understood the significance of this, i.e., that a service had to be an
agreed upon basic or advanced service in order for it to be acquired using the
universal service funding mechanism, urged that 'all services be covered.

And what are you planning to use in the near future?

Most everyone who commented about what they would be doing in the future said
that Internet access was the primary service they were trying to arrange for their
schools. There is little doubt that this is going to be the predominant area of
emphasis for the next 2-3 years.

Of these services, which do you consider the highest priority?

From the discussions it is clear that Internet access currently is the highest priority
service.

2. How do you currently determine the bUdget for telecommunications
services?

Participants identified a variety of funding sources for tefecommunications
services. Since such services are generally operational expenses, most are
covered from the general fund. Several reported a recent successful bond or tax
referendum which had provided funds primarily for the infrastructure that would
support telecommunications. Frequentfy participants indicated that a common way
schools acquired funds for technology andlor telecommunications resources was
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through grants and/or donations. In fact, some said that without grants, many__
schools wouldhave'very little or no money for technology.

As for how th.ey currently determine the budget for telecommunications services,
that is largely dependent upon the resources available to them. Generally, school
distticts must allocate 80-85 percent or more of their budget to salaties, meaning
they have little left to cover all the other costs of schooling. Given the limited
discretionary funds available, ted1nology is often funded only if there is a high level
technology "champion" who is able to influence the budgeting process. The actual
amounts budgeted depend upon the degree to which its advocates can convince
the policy makers inat technology can improve student learning.

3. tf the universal service fund is used to reduce the gaps between
telecommunications "haves" and "have nats," what criteria should be used
to detennine where the need is greatest?

It was surprising that not a lot of specific suggestions came when this issue was
discussed. In the meeting of superintendents in Atianta there was some
discussion of using Title I criteria. At the meetings that foflowed, , don't think it was
mentioned again.

Some participants commented that school districts should be the ones that
determine whether a school is a "have" or "have nof' and be assigned the
responsibility to allocate funds appropriately.

4. Should telecommunications services be discounted or should schools
receive an allocation of funds to spend on designated services?

The reactions to this question were definitely mixed. In one meeting (Orlando) the
participants were decidedly in favor of discounts. In another one (Jackson) most
people favored an allocation of funds. VWhin the other meetings the opinions
differed. The bottom line was that there were advocates for both forms of support
for schools.

How would you determine an appropriate discount or aUocation to make
services affordable?

Most frequently the "free" rate was mentioned, although most folks recognized that
"free" wasn't too likely. Other than these comments, there was not any talk of how
to determine specific discounts or amounts to atlocate.

How do you assure equity through either method, or another process
altogether?

Again. there was not much comment about how to assure equity.
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5. What factors should be used to determine a "bona fide" request for uniymal
telecommunicatiiffi"S' services?

The K-12 ed~cators who attended the focus group sessions, were much more
stringent about what should constitute a "bona fide- request than those who
crafted the Telecommunications Act. 'v\1lile I believe Congress simply wanted to
be sure a requesting school complied with the criteria outfined in the legislation, the
focus group participants wanted to incorporate more stringent requirements. For
example, many of them contended that no school should get any funds to support
telecommunications unless they had a technology plan. In other words, to qualify
as a "bona fide" request, a school must have a technology ptan.

Another opinion expressed by several participants was the notion that a plan alone
was not enough. In order to be a "bona fide· request.. a school must have a plan
and some amount of committed funds to ensure successful implementation of the
telecommunications initiative.

What other factors, if any, need to be in place for a school to take advantage
of resources from the fund?

In addition to a ptan, a school must have the concurrence of its school board
before it can access universal service funds. As responses to the next question
illustrate, there were strong feelings that schools should not unilaterally request
telecommunications services.

6. How much autonomy should schools have in requesting telecommunications
services?

If there was one thing just about all participants were in agreement on, it was that
schools should not be able to request telecommunications services independent of
their district. \M\jle it was not necessary that districts make the request for their
schools I when a school made the request, they should not be altowed to obtain the
services unless they could document their district's approval of their request.

What is the role of the district, state, or other entities?

As indicated above, the district does have a role to play. Generalty it is one of
coordination. School plans need to be consistent wittl district plans and districts
need to be cognizant of school requests for telecommunications services.

There was tittle discussion of the role of states. VYhiH! there was not a problem .
with states being involved, there was not a dear idea about how that might occur.

1:\1~.dac



Question:
\'\Inat examples can you provide of telecommunications- services being provided to the
classroom level?

Response:
The attached report, SJ.Wportin~ Student Success; BellSouth's Commitment to Education
1991 -- 1995, provides a summary of BellSouth's support for education over the last five
years. During this time period, BellSouth has responded to education planning needs by
offering over S136 million in savings on telecommunications services through discounts
for classrooms and education institutions. As additional information, also attached are
copies of state tariffs offering discounted exchange service to classrooms for education
purposes.



SOUTH CENTRAL BELL
TELEPHONE COMPANY

AL\BAMA
ISSUED: August 5.1994
BY: President - Alabama

Birmingham. Alabama

GE.'f£RAL SUBSCRIBER SERVlCIS TARtFF Third Revised Page 7
Cancels Second Revised Pa~ 7

EFFECTIVE: September t2, ~ q9~

APSC DOCket No.: 23848
Order DateL!: September t 2. 1994

c.

E.

D.

AZ;-GENERAL REGULATIONS

A2.3 Establishment And Furnishing Of Service (Cont'd).
A2.3.6 Application or Rates For Business And Residence Services (Cont'd)

Residence rates apply for:

1. Private residences on service not employing business listings.

2. Subscribers residing in private apartme~tS in hotels. clubs. hospitals. boarding houses......ho request their
own individual residential service when business listings arc not employed.

3. College muernity houses .....here members of the fraternity lodge within the house.

4. Secretarial line terminations of residence main service terminating as extension lines on the premises of a
telephone answering bureau.

If a subscriber's service changes from business service to residence service. the telephone number mUSt be
changed. Reference of calls will not be provided regardless of how long the existing Directories ..... ill remain in
effect. Service connectior: charges. which appiy for such changes. are quoted in Section A4. of this Tariff.

Changes from residence to business service may be made without cbange in telephone number. if the
subscriber so desires. Service connection charges. which apply for such charges. are quoted in Section A4. of
this Tariff. .

Local telephone lines needed for Classroom Communication Service will carry a regular residence Area
Cal1ing Service rate as defined in A3. of this Tariff.

A2.J.7 Transfer Of Servi~ Between Subscribers
A. At the Company's discretion. Service previously furnished one subscriber may be assumed by a new subscriber

if the new subscriber willingly assumes all existing financial responsibility for the account once such service
has been cancelled or abandoned by the previous subscriber providing there is no lapse)n the rendition of
service. After the new subscriber assumes financial responsibility. all future bills will be rendered to the ne .....
subscriber.

Service charges. as specified in Section A4. of this Tariff will apply as appropriate. ('T)

A service charge does not apply when transfering the service to the remaining spouse in the event of divorce or (1'1)

deatn of a spouse.

B. After the new subscriber assumes financial responsibility, the new subscriber may retain the existing telephone
number if the Company deems such a transfer appropriate and if the previous subscriber consents or if the
previous subscriber has abandoned the service.



SOUTH CENTRAL BEll
TEI..EPHONECOMPANY

ALABAMA
ISSUED: Febt\lar)' 1, 1995
BY: President· A.la.bama

Birmingham.. Alabama

GENERAL SUBSctUBER SERVICES TARIFF Original Pqe 42.1

EFFECTIVE: April 1. 1995
APSe DOc::ut No.: 24497

Order Dated.: Febtuary 6. 1995

A3. BASJC LOCAL EXCHANGE SERVICE

A3.31 Interstate Subscriber Line Charge Waiver and Matching Program (Cont'd)
A3..31.1 Lifeline 1 (Cont'd)

C. Rates and Charges

1. Monthly C%'l:dit for Medic:8id recipients

<a) Fedetal credit2

(b) Company c:redit2

>.: A3.32 Classroom Communication Service

Moathly
Rate

s-
USOC
ASGSI eM
CltASl eM

A3.32.1 General (M)

A. Classroom Communie:..uon Service provides local ICCI:SS service for in-c1assToom voice and data communications. It (M)

is intended only as a communicacioas lislk between claIrooms for the purpose of cMancing the education process by
allowing one or more reachc:1 CO COIIduct c1uses at muitiple locations and 10 ac:cess various informational dat·bascs.

B. This access line will not be used (or Idministratiw: puJpOSCS. (M)

C. Dircdory listings will DOt be provided. (M)

A3.32.2 Regulations (M)

A. This sctvice is avaiJabie to full time cducaQaaal iusQuaUoas, public or priVate that arc eligible (or acen:diwion by the (M)

Southern Assoc:Wion of Colleges aDd Schools.

B. Grouping Service will be providc:d at the applicable rues for Area CalliDi SetVice residence subscribers as shown in (M)
A3.19 preceding. .

C. All t\lles and regulations appearing in other sections of 1iUs Tariff apply unless otherwise Slated herein. (M)

A3.32.3 Rates and Charges (M)

A. The rates and charges for Classroom Communie:..uon Service include a monthly recurring access line rate and local (M)

usage charges.

B. Local usage will be billed at the rates shown in A3.2.9.F. pn:a:ding. (M)

Note 1: The Lifeline plan will be avai1anle to qualified subscribers on and after June 1. 1995. (N)

Note 2: Each credit is equal to 100 percent of the Interstate Subscriber Line Charge. (N)

MalCrial appcarina 00 this pqc previously appeaec1 011 p.ae(1) 42 qf this secUoa

SECT: AJ V1!IlSION: IoGolItEPllODA'11!: 03I3119'.l ~O'TtlolE: 13:'3:~



SOUTH CENTRAL BELL
TELEPHONE COMPANY

ALABAMA
ISSUED: August 3L, 1994
BY: President· ALabama

Birmingham. Alabama

GENERAL SUBSCRIBER SERVICES TARIFF Third Revised Pare 43
Cancels Second Revised Pare 43

EFFECTIVE: October 1. 1994
APSC Docket No.: :!332:!

Order Dated: December 10, 1993

A3. BASIC LOCAL EXCHANGE SERVICE

:r A3.32 Classroom Communication Service (Cont'd).
A3.32.3 Rates and ChaI'ges (Cont'd)

C, The usa~ packa~ and regulations will be the same as those applicable to Option L- Area Calling Ser".ice for
residence subscribers as shown in A3.2.9.E.1. preCeding.

D. Time of day discounts arc shown in A3.l.9.1. preceding.
E. The monthly recurring char~ for the access line will be billed at the following rate.

1. Access line
Meattlly
Ra~ usoc

(a) Both Way (Salff~ as RGideru:~ In.diWdIuJJ Lbc~ Arftl
CaJIiftr S~icf Rau) S· 1EC2A (C)

F, Calls completed with automated calling cards or operator assistance within the local calling area as described
in A3.6.1 will be rated at the usa~ char~ preceding in addition to the appropriate Operator Assisted Local
Call surchar~. Such calls are itemized on the subscriber's biUing statement and arc billed outside any
applicable usa&'ll: caps or allowances. All other calls completed with automated caUing cards or operator
assistance will be biUed the applicable Long Distance Messqe Telecommunications Service (MTS) charscs as
described in Section AlS. of this Tariff.

G. SerYice charges will be billed at the business rate as shown in A4.3.1 of this Tariff.

A3.33 Reserved For Future Use

A3.34 Reserved For Future Use

A3.35 Reserved For Future Use

A3.36 Reserved For Future Use

A3.37 Reserved For Future Use

A3.38 Back-Up· Line
A3.38.1 Regulations and Rates

A. Back·Up" Line is an optional service which provides individual line business subscribers with an additional
line which is available for inward and outward caUing.

B. This service is only awJable to individual line business subscribers, where facilities pennit. Back·Up" Line
scrvice cannot be used as the primary business line, and must be located on the same premises as the business
individual line scrYice ....ith which it is associated.

Back·Up" Line will not be available to Classroom Communication SerYice.

C. Each Back·Up" Line can receive calls forwarded from one busy primary line or hunt group at no charge. This
overflow capability will be provided on the forwarding line.

If a CUSlomer subsct'ibes to more than one Back-Up" Line, these B.c...·Up.. Lines may be provisioned in an
oYerflow group at no char&'ll:. Overflow capability may not be provided from a Back-Up" Line or group o(
Back-Up· Lines to other lines on the same premises.

"Sef'iice Mark. of BellSouth Corporation



SOLT~"i BEl.L TEl..E?HONE
AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY

GEOR.GIA
ISSUED: Novembl:r 20, 1995
BY: President· Georgia

Atlmta, Georgia

GENE:R..U. SUBSCRIBER SERVICE TARIFF SixUl. R.evUcd. Pag-: 4
Cancels Ft1'th Revised Page 4

EFFECTIVE: De:cembl:r 20. 1995

A2. GENERAL REGULATIONS
~-.-.

A2.3 Establishment and Furnishing of Service (Cont'd)
A2..3.1 Availability of Fa'?UUes (CoDt'd)

C. When excessive costs are involved for the: consuuction of facilities. charges for such c:onsuuc:tion will bl: c1ccermined
in accordance -with-- Uie -regulations' as set forth iIl- SectionA5., ''Cbarp.s Applicable UtlcIcr S~ial Conditions" •
ex.a:pt as otherwise speeified.

A2..3.2 Flat and Messace Rate Service
A. When both fiat and message rue service an: offered for * basic sc:rvice area of m exdw1gc. m applicant may. at

his option. select either type of service or combination of services for the applicant's private resickma: loa%ioa.

An applicmt at a busiDc:ss loc:atioo may IC1cct either flat or messqe rate ICrVi= when both types arc available in the
exdw1gc. However. a combizwion of both flat and~ t'I!C lel:Yicc will not be fumished to the same subscriber
at the ume business location. Di1'ferc:ut IppUaDts at the same busiDeas location. even in the same office. may each
subscribe to a diffeRtlt type of service as IOftg as each lppW::mt has a ditf=ent acc:ount and the appLicants do not
sha:rc • communication or other I=y-type syn:m. The ex.a:ptioas to the mixing restrictions for business locations are
listed followiDg:

1. To hotel md hospital pn:mises wb=l: flat rate servia: may be fumWIed for the exclusive use of the hotel or
hospital ruauqement or may bl: COllttaeted for lCpC'Uely by guests or patients in Iddition to the IDCISaIC rate
servia: ordinarily provided in guests' or paticDts' room cad lobbies;

2. To premises where scmj-public or public telepboaes may properly be located;

3. To nonadministrative lines coaueceed to seaeuri&l service facilities ad DOt fumisbcd with OUtward service;

4. To • fiat rate Fon:isn acbange IiDe which is IWirdled at • locaUOI1 outside the local calling area of die aonD&1
serving exm.ugc.

5. To premises where BacJc-Up· I...iDc service may be located with flat rate. meuuzed t'I!C or message rue prirac:y
line sc:rvice.

@ To my combination of Classroom Communication Service lines with flat rate administruive lines at • school (C)

tI:.Id&ing gxwles kizIcIerp.tten duou&h twelve or ,1IiIlM: IiJHvri6s wllulia6 1M ItIIU lib,., tUfI! tlniliHl, rqitJM1
Iibraria Mdpdlie libnrits ill CIt1 COfUIt1, dt1 or .WII.

A2..3.3 Party Line Service

When patty line setVice is fumishecI to a sublcriber, the CQmpc1y may in coasidcraDoo of the tate at which service is
furnished., establish and furnish setVice to one other subscriber in the case of two-party line service. aud to three other
subsaibl:rs in the case of four-party I.iAe setVice. The Company tl:SCt'Ves the right to c:anc:el my party line service.
upon th.iny days' notice. wbc:Devc:r in the judgment of the Compmy. the use of the subscriber holding such coatraet is
such, from large use or other causes. as to interfere with the reasonable use of othersco~ with the same line.

A2.3.4 Rotary Line Service

ADy individual lines amqcd for rotary, level hUluiq or simi1c scrvicc which allows an iDcoaaiaI call to a line that
is called to be completed over another IiDe by means of a:ucral o1f'lCC equipmeDt will be claaed u rowy liDes. I..ines
used as trunks to PBX. Cen1rex Type Setviccs or other switching systems are not c1aued as rotary lines. Rocmy main
service is restricted to a siDgle premises. -

Refer to Section A3. for the rocmy line rate.

A2..3.5 AppUcadoa for Senice

A. Any~t for f~ili~ or service uw:y be requin:d to Usn an application form requesting the Company to furnish
the facilities or servIce m accordance .....th the rues. ch.az1es. ruJes. md regulations from time to time in force aud
effect.



SOlJT&:.R..~ BELL TELEPHONE
AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY

GEORGIA
ISSUED: March 21. t996
BY: President - Geo"iia

Atlanta, Gco"iia

GE....E&A.L SUBSCRlBER S£.R.VICE TARIFF FOurU1 Revised Pqe 36
Cancels Third Revised Page 36

EFFECTIVE: April 17, 19%

U-BASIC LOCAL EXCHANGE SERVICE

)('" A3.32 Classroom Communication Service
A3.32.1 General

A. Classroom Communil:ation Service provides local aa:css service for in-classroom voice and daa communications. It is
intended only IS a communications link placed in classrooms or information retrieval centers for the purpose of enhancing the
education process by allowing teachers to conduct classes It multiple locations and to &CCCSS \'Vious informational d.ra~.
This offenDi is also ......ilable to public libraries including the SllIlC librvy ItId archives, qional libraries end public libraries
in any county. city or town. .

B. This service is available to full time educational institutions, public or private, rca.c:hing grades kindergarten through twelve
that are acaeditcd by the SllIlC of Gco"iia.

C. Access lines provided under these conditions must Rot be used for adminisUaIive purposes.
D. The rules, rqularions end conditions of service specified in AJ.7.2 for message rile service epply for Classroom

Communication ServiCe. For races and charges applicable to Classroom Communication Service sec AJ.32.2 following.
£. Dircc:tory listings will Rot be provided.

F. Normal application ofservice charges IS specified in Sedion A4. for. business acc:css line sftallepply for this service.

G. All rules and regulations 8pPClIring in other sc:ctions ofthis Tariffepply unless otherwise swed herein.

A3.32.2 Rates aad Charges l

A. The monthly rates specified in A.3.7.2.B.l.a will apply for Classroom Communication Service. T1Ie USOC CCS is tISSOdated (c)

witlt tltis service.

B. Usage Charges

I. The usage charges specified in A.3. U.D.2 apply for Classroom Communication Service. The monthly raiUItJi4I (C)

mc:ssagc allowance lIS spcciftcd in A.3. 7.1.CJ ."uafor CI.amHHn e-..lfiOllltUHl Scma.
2. Monthly billable usage charges for calls tcrminarinc in the basic service area for a Clus:oom COmmunication Service

individu.lline will not c:xcced the monthly rIlC for residence fIal rile individual line service. OpcfaIor-llSSisted calls and
customer-dialed credit card calls arc not included in the line usage for application of the monthly billable usage limit

Note 1: Rare Groups 1,3,4,6,8,9. 10 and II were deleted OI..{l1-92 and have been removed from
AJ.32 ofthis Sedion.

:lamOOO16 REN.O 0"TE: 06111196 Ul'fl.O T'IME: 0 t:O' PM



,:)0("Tn CE.'lTRAL .aEl.L
TEI..EPHONE COMPANY

LOUISIANA
ISSUED: 0c10bcr 25. 1995
BY: President· Louisiana

New Orleans. Louisiana

Sixth ~visedPIp 6
Cancels F"l!th ~viJed Pale 6

EFFECTIVE: November 6.1995

---A2. GENERAL REGULATIONS
~--.~.

A2.3 Establishment And Furnishing 01 Service (Confd)
A2.3.6 Application Of Rates For Business ADd Residence Service (Cont'd)

B. (Coot'd) •

5. Service listed in business telephone direc:t.ories or in die buaiDcu section of the White Pqcs Di.reGtoTy or listed
as a business in a combined res.idezlccJbusiDess White Paps Direc=ory.

C. Residence rateS apply for.
1. Privau: lUideDces on service not e.mployini busiDess Ustiqs.

2. Subscribers residing in privau: aparrmems in hOfl:ls. clubs • boIpiuls. IDd boarding houses wbo request their
own individual nsidcntial service when bu.siDess listiqs~ DOt employed. .

3. College 1':aremity houses where mem.bc1'S of the fratemity Iodp within~ bouse.

@ Public or parochial schools.

5. Sec:rewial line termiJwions of residence main semcc tcnninatma IS ext=sion lines on the premises of a
telephone answering bu:1:au.

D. Residence rates also apply for tclephoae ICtVice located in iDdividual churcbcs wileD IUCh IICrVicc is listed in the
name of the church. This residence~ scmce is inteDded (ar use by die c:hurch in its oormal opcratioas with its
local members. Services provided for otbcr usocWi=d church KtiviQa., wbich would~ be c:oas~ as
business functions. will be clasi1icd as busiDas teMccs. In cues wbe:n the residc1ve IDd business sc:Mccs arc
combined uuo OQC tclephoae system, tbc busiDca ntes IIIIIst tba18ppiy far all scMces.

E. H. IUbscriber's ICrVicc cIw1ges from busiacu service to reQtencc 1CtVice. dle fdcpQoac IIUIIlbcr must be dwlged.
R.e!crcnc:c of calls will DOt be provided rcpzdlcss of bow laai die cxistiag DiRcCaria will n:main in effect. Service
c:ow:ao..'1ion cha'ga. which apply (ar IUCb c:taaaaes. an: quOIId in Sec::don A4. of this Tariff.

F. c::haDaa from residence to h..,iDeM service may be.1IIlIde widIoat ca..aae in eelepGoac 1IWIIbcr. if die I1Ibscriber so
desUa. Service con.ncaioD charps. which apply far such c::b8aps. arc quoted in Sedioa A4. ofQis TIriff.

G. Customers identifying themselves as amateur mdio opc:rua.. lic:cued UDdr:r Part fTI of the Fedaa1 Comm.mic:ations
Commission (FCC) Rules and Regulatioas. will be clwpd taidcDcc fila It busiaas loca1cs IDd residence locales.
The FCC prohibits the umasmiuion of busiDess c:ommuniewtioas by In amateur nuiio stUion (Pln. fTI.110). This rule
docs DOt negate the application of the~ business ar taidcace c:lusif1C2tioa of ee1cphoae access liacs.

A2.3.7 Traasfer orService Between Sflbscn"bers
A. At the Company's disaetion. service previously furnished OQC subscriber may be assumed by a DeW subscriber if the

new subscriber willingly assumes all existing fmancial rcspoasibility for the &CCOunt once such service bas been
cancelled or abandoned by the previous subscriber providing there is DO 1apse in the rendition of service. AftJ:r the
new subscriber assumes fmancial responsibility. all future bills will be renden::d 10 the DCW subscriber.

Service charges. as specified in Section A4. of this TIriff will apply as appropri.uc.

A service charge docs not apply when ttaDsfcmng the service to tbc re....ining spouse in tbc ewut of divorce or dcaU1
of a spouse.



SELLSOLlH
TELECOMMUNICAnONS, £NC.

MISSISSIPPI
ISSUED: March 31, 1987
BY: President· Mississippi

Jackson, Mississippi

GENERAL SUBSCRIBER SERVICES TARIFF First Revised Page 40
Cancels Original Page 40

EFFECTIVE: No-vemoer 1. 198;

rr-BASIC LOCAL EXCHANGE SERVICE

A3.18 Concession Service (Cont'd)
A3.18.2 Charitable Institutions

A concession of 2S percent from the regular business rate is allowed to corporations. associations and institutions. or any
branch thereof who comply with all of the following qualifications:

A. Are dependent upon voluntary contributions for their, support.

B. Are exclusively engaged in charitable work.

C. Provide a majority of its services free of charge and utilize any compensation received for its services wholly in the
prosecution of its charitable work. not resulting in any profit to the organization or any member thereof.

D. Are engaged principally in the furnishing of direct aid to the physical health and comfort of human beings in the form of
money. services or necessary commodities. For determining eligibility for concession service, those corporations. associations
and institutions whose principal work is the elevation or enlightenment of minds or morals, or the reformation. punishmcot. or
correction of acts, pabits or mental conditions. or the coforcemcot of law, or the protection of rights, are not to be classed as
charitable institutions.

E. Communication equipment furnished at concession ~s for charitable institutions must be located in the administrative
offices. institutional buildings or any of the branches thereof.

A3.18.3 Schools, Churches And Clergymen

@ A concession of 15 percent from the regular business ~ is allowed to schools and churches, provided the telephone is
located in the school. church or church study and listed under the name of the school or church.

B. A concession of 2.S percent from the regular residence rare is allowed to a regularly ordained clergyman (See definition of
terms) actively cogaged in the work of a designated church. provided the telephone is located in his residence and is listed in
the name of the clergyman.

Concessions are granted to clergymen not as individuals but bcc:ausc of their official connection with a church or group of
churches. It is assumed that the clergyman will direct and handle many of the church's activities over this residence telephone
and is therefore entitled to such consideration provided the service is located in the clergyman's residcoce and listed in his
name.

e. For the purpose of this section, the ranking officer of the Salvation Army or the Volunteers of America in each exchange is
allowed the same treatmcot as a regularly ordained clergyman.

(9) The concession described in A3.18.3.A. preceding is allowed for elementary, junior and high schools.

A3.19 Grouping Service
A3.19.] General

Grouping service is a combination of two or more residence or business individual lines or trunks connected to the central
office so that incoming calls to the listed number overflow to the next available line if the listed number is busy.

6amOO132 ll£1'!l.O DAn:: 011141% ll£PflO TIME: ON1 PM



TE.l.EPHONE COMPANY
MISSISSIPPI

ISSUED: December l, 199'.3
BY: President· Mississippi

Jackson. Mississippi

Third~ P'a&'c .
Cancels Second Revised Pqoe :

EFFECTIVE: January 1. 11](

usoc

A3. BASIC LOCAL EXCHANGE SERVICE
~."'.-.

A3.30 Reserved For Future Use ("

A3.31 Reserved For Future Use (I.*" A3.32 Classroom Communication Service {~

AJ.32.1 General (~

A. Classroom Communication Service provides local access service for in-elassroom '10icc and data (~

communications. It is intcndec1 only as a communications link between classrooms for ttle purpose of
enhancitll the education process by allowing one or more teachers to conduct classes at multiple locations and
to access variow informational databases.

B. This aca:ss line "'ill not be u.sed. for administrative purposes. (I'

C. Direetoty listinp will not be provided. (f',

AJ.32.2 Regulations ('"
A. This service is aqilable to full time educatioaa.l institutions, public or priwte that are elipble for accreditation (N

by the Southern Association of Co1leces and SChools.
B. Grouping Service will be provided at the applicable rates for Area CaJiinz Plan residence subscribers as shown (N

in A3.19 preceding.
C. All rules and. rqulations appearing in other sections of this Tariff apply unless otherwise stated herein. (N

AJ.32.3 Rates aad Ckarges (N

A. The rates and charees for Classroom Communication Service include a monthl, recurring access line rate and (N

local usaF charp:s.
B. Local usar;e will be blUed at the rateS shown in A3.2.9.E. pt'eCCding. (N:

C. The usace packap: and regulations will be the same as those applicable to Option 1 - Area Calling Plan for (1'1:

residence subscribers as shown in A3.2.9.C.l. preceding.
D. Time of day discountS an: snown in A3.2.9.F. preceding. (I'll

E. The monthly recurring cnarees for the access line will be billec1 at the following rate which includes (I'll
Touch-Tone sen-ice.

1. Access line (1'1)

MOftthly
Rate

(a) Both Way (Same as Residence Indi"idual Line Area
CaUiag Plan Rate) $- 'tECZA (N)

F. Calls completed with automated calling cards or operator assistance within the local calling area as described (N)

in A3.6.1 will be: rated at the usap: cnarces preceding in addition to the appropriate Operator Assistec1 Local
Call surcharp:s. Such ca1l5 are itemized on the subscriber's biUing statement and are billed oucside any
applicable usqe caps or allo.....nces. All other calls completed with au«omated calling card5 or operator
assistance will be billed the applicable Long Distance Mc:ssap: Telecomauanicatioft5 Service (M'TS) cnarces as
described in Section A18. of this Tariff.

G. Service ch.ar&'e5 will be billed at tile business rate as shown in A4.3.1 of this Tariff. (N)

V",C,n..I° n, 't~.n nAT_·n",..,... ....n T,..._. n"~'11 ...,"'.n"'.... '. _'f tfiW(: N()o n~r I



SOUTH Ca·n"R.~L BELl.
TEl.EPHONE COMPANY

TENNESSEE
ISSUED: March 17. 1995
BY: President· Tennc.uee

Nashville. Tennessee

roo.""::1 M V'1.SO'1 ~-: 7
Ca.ncels Third Reviled PI&'e 7

EFFECTIVE: April 20. 1995

A2. GENERAL REGULATIONS----= - ...

A2.3 Establishment And Furnishing Of Servi~ (Cont'd)
A2..3.6 Application Of lU-tes For Business And Residence Service (Cont'd)

D. If a subscriber's service chllnges from business sc:rvi.ce to taidenc: service. the llelephone number must be cbaqed. (T

Reference of calls will 110t be provided reprdless of bow long the existing D~es will remain in effect. Service
Charges. which Ipply for Iud! c:hmges. are quOCIIld in Section A4. of this Tuitf.

E. Cba&es from residence to busiDess service may be made wUbout chanac in llelephone number. if the subsaiber 10 (T

desires. Service Qwge:s. whidllpply for cuch ciw2ps. are quOCled in Section A4. of thi.s TIriff.

F. Customers identifying themselves as mw.eur _0 op=aIOrS. lia:Dscd under Part 97 of the Fedenl Commw1.iatioas
Commission (FCC) RWes IDd Regulatioas, will be c:hIrp:d business rates &% business locales and residence rarcs at
residence locales. as provided in B. anc1 C. precedmg. Al1hou1h the FCC probibits the tRDSmission of business
communications by an amateur radio mDon (Para. 97.110). lhis rule does IlOt Deplle the application of the
appropriaze busiDess or residcDce clusificatioo of CiClcpboae access lines.

@ Local telephone Lines used for In-Oaaroom Computl:r Access Service will not any a regular business or residcnc:e
service rate but will have a special rate as dd'"mod in A3.32 of this TIriff.

A.2..3.7 Trausfer orSenkle~ Subscribers
A. Service previously fumisbcd ooe subscriber may be uswned by a new subscriber upon due notice of cancellation. or

in c:asc of ItMDdoament, provided there is no~ in the readiuoo of service. Such trar:I.Sfea are subject to servia:
coanedion c:hI:F replatioos IDd may be errmaed for in either of two ....ys:

1. If the new aabscriber. fuUy undcMmdiag die n:gWaDoas gcm:miDg the service and the IWUS of the &Cl:OlU1t,

williDIiy ISSWDCS III obliptioas tbczeuadc:r. Fucure bills are then t'elldcn:d CO him without an Idjuslment to or
from any pcUc:War '*=. wi1b the CouIpmy amqiq far requesced c:haqe in bil1inc ad direl:tory listing.

2. If the new subscriber docs not wish co ISIUIDIe paymcat of the old accou:ct • DeW ICVice applie:ati.on is caIcen and
an adjus=em in bill.iDa is Imde to aDd from die '*= die lnDSfer is effective.

B. The telephone number of the servic:e being traDSfem:d may be continued for the new subsCriber only after the former
lubscriber has given his COGSeOt anc1 an~t acceptable co the Company is made co pay III c:hargcs, billed or
unbiUed. apinst the service.

C. Private Branch Exchange Service may be amsfem:d from one subscriber to anod1er pursuant co the prec:eding
regulations anc1 any other reculatioas which may be cpec:if"ted in other tariff rectioas relating to the service
tnnsferred.. See Section All .. Private Branc:h Excbmge Service and Section AlOO•• Obsolete Service Offerings for
additional regulations and requiIements.

A2.3.8 Initial Service Periods
A. Un!eas otherwise lpecified. the initial service period for all services offeree:! in this Tariff is one month c:ommcncing

with the eWe of insuLIlati.on of die service.

B. For all other servi=s fumisbed with initial service periods exceeding one month. the applicable initial service period
is the number of months incliee"'d in braeets following the basic lI:rmination char'Ie listed in that section of this
Tariff containing the setvice offered.

C. The initial service period relates CO each applicable UDit of service. either on the initial or subrequent installations.



SOl.irH eEl'-'1"RAL am.
TELEPHONE COMPANY

TENNESSEE
ISSUED: May 1, 1995
BY: President· Tennessee

Nashville, Tennessee

GENERAL Sli13SCRIBER ~ERVICES T A.RIF'F Thi.rd R:;vised Paa: 7i
Cancels Second R:;visecl~ 7i

EFFECTIVE: 1une 8, 1995

.'

A3. BAStC LOCAL EXCHANGE SERVICE
~-.-.

A3.31 Lifeline Assistance Program (Cont'd)
A3.31.3 Rates and Charges (Cont'd)

A. CCont'd)

2. Monthly cn:dit for AFDC recipients

-~-

Moathly
Rate USOC

Ca) Fedeta1 reduction 1 S- ASGFA

(b) Stale rcductioa 1 ASGSA

3. Monthly cn:dit for SSI ~ents
Ca) Fedeta1 redUc:tion 1 ASGFS
(b) Stale n:dudioa 1 ASGSS. .

4. Monthly cn:dit for Food Scamps recipients
Ca) Federal reduction 1 ASGFC

(b) Swe reduccioa 1 CRASC

S. Monthly cn:dit for Med&c:aid recipients
Ca) Federal reduction 1 ASGSI

(b) Swe ftlduc:Qon 1 CR.Ul

:t A3.32 In-Classroom Computer Access service
A3..32.1 Geaeral

A. Pursuant to an Order by dle Tenneuee Pubiic Scrvic:e Commissioa. this tariff offering provides local ceiq)hone lines (C)

for dle irKlassroom usc of c:ompucas and modems to w:ceu various infomwional d.tlbascs'and shared educational
progJlUDS as well as lCCCaiDg ICUdcnu in adler clasaooms for Ibe purpose of shariDg information and learning
experic:nc:cs. 'I'besc ce1cphone lines may also be used for caeber worlaoom use of computer and modems to ac:o:ss
various infomwioaal d.t.bases and to share infomwion and ideas with other teaebcrs in an effort to enhance the
educational cxpericac:c of tbc: SQIdcnts. This tlJ/~riIrc is ..~ 10 JIfI/IIic~s iMlMilinl 1M ItiIU liJJrfuy
GIld Gl'CiUNS.~ 1ibrJItVs. &lUI. publil: IiJINriu lit tIII,~. t:U, fir Iown.

B. The access line rate described in A3.32.3.B includes the rate for Touch-Tone.

C. The following local usage regulations will apply for all di&lcd sent-paid local calls.

1. Loea.l usage charges will be billed at the usqe rues described in A3.32.3.C.

2. TotaIloc:al billed usqc charge will Dot exceed S6.00 per line.

3. TimelD.y discounts do DOt apply.

D. This access line shall not be used to rep1&ee cxistiDg~vc lines.

E. Listings will not be provicIcd {or these accea lines.

F. Nonn:eurring charps~ to be billed at Raidcnc:c rateS. (C)

G. All rules and regulations that appear in other sections of this Tariff' apply unless othetwise staU:d herein.

A3..32.2 Regulations
A. This offering is aVailable to full-time cc:lucational iDstiwtions. gndes K through 12. that are eligible for acacdiwion (C)

by the Southern Association of Colleges and Schools. This oJf~ is cJMJ~ to ptdIli& lllmuVs incllulUlr th~

""" librYlry GIld tllCN.lIU. rcfiMuJl 1iJHwria. GIld pUli& IillnlrWs lit lIfty etlfUllly. dJy Gr "'Wit.

Note 1: Each reduction is equal to 100 percent of the Intemale Subsaiber Line Charge.


